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expressly rejects the theory of parallelism for the psycho-physical, and in this respect must be considered a real Vitalist.
This acutely elaborated theory of " Dominants/3 and the concentration of his researches on the problem of their nature, is Reinke's most valuable achievement. He does not refer, however, to my arguments on the autonomy of vital movement.
It should be mentioned that Fritz Noll prepared the way for a line of enquiry x which we consider as full of significance for Vitalism. But as it principally concerns the analysis of particular facts, it cannot be analysed here in detail.
Pauly 2 has lately been supporting a theory of life with a psychological basis. His vital principle works like a man who makes experience. I do not think that any such formula can fully express the dynamic-teleological phenomena of vegetative life. The views of Jennings, Holmes and 8. Becker, and perhaps also Child are more or less similar to those of Pauly. Schneider's3 Vitalism is more valuable for the conceptual and ontological sections than the doctrine which he expands. Semon's " Mneme " 4 is not vitalistic but expressly conceived in a mechanical sense. For him the word " memory" is only a short way of summing up a complex of mechanical factors not yet fully analysed.
The remainder of the vitalistic utterances of the
1 Lwidwirtsch. Jahrbiicher, 1900; Biolog. Zentralblatt, 25, 1903.
2 Darwinismus und LamarcMamus, Munich, 1905.
3 Cf. his article on " Vitalism " in Zeitschrifi fur den Ausbau der EntwicJcelungslehre, vol. i. 1907.
4 Leipzig, 1904, second edition, 1910.